REMARKS 



Status of Claims 

The siatus of the claims in this applicauon is as follows: 

Claims 1-23: cancelled. 
Claims 26-41: rejected. 
Claim 42: cancellecL 

tt^^ls ina.ca.,d tha, <h. n,ad. aft« fin.. reJeCon would be 

Bxamioer has mdica,«i in «.e Advisoo- Action that cl»ms 26^ would stand rejoct^ tor the 
p:^sesof appeal. Notwithstandingthiss^temenUtisassum^ttatthecanoeUancn of c,^ 

42 would be entered for the purposes of appeal. 

Summary of Initial Response A^^*n>, 
m response to the fmal Office Action, AppUcant has filed a response (Amendin^t C) 
tha. addresses the § 112 issue, raised by the Exaxniner and, also, contends ^t the Exa^^ 

not set forth a proper prima facie axt-based rejection. The Exanuner has "^^ica^ 
Advisory Action, agreement that the §112 issues have been satisfactorily addressed 

However! th^ Exanainer has also indicated, inthe Advisory Action, thatit . ^e AppUcant 
who has not met the burden of distinguishmg the claims from the cited reference. Whxle 
Apphcantcont^ues to contend that there is no burden on Apphcant to rebutannn^^^^^ 

JLon Applicant is submitting this supplement response (Supplemental Amendm^t C) m 
go^^^^lxpt to distinguish ^e subject matter ^^^^^ 

Summary of Claimed Subject Matter . , . ^ .1,.,!..^ 

More anetnpdng U> distiagudsh the subject matter recited in the clanns ftom the c«ed 
reference. Applicant would like to provide a concise explanation of the subje.* maBer defined m 
«ST^e^ted Mdependen. clairn. in *e process. Applicant refers ^ the specific^^^^ 

and lin number, and to the figures reference characters. This explananon . mtend^ ^ a pnde 
in distinguishing the subject ««=rr.ci.ed in the claims fiom the cited reference, and „ .s no. 

intended to itself limit the claims in any way. 

is directed to a method of processing a custom action tag in a Web Page to 
provide a tag Ubraxy extension that canbensed to implement a tag Ubrary supporting mvltiple 
S^'; lanUr A3 discussed at page 12, lines 9-1 0 (all cita.ons are to the spec^ca^on as 
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r «t;^n\ "a tae extension mechanism is a specialized sub- 
filed, and not to the subsutute specificauon), a tag extension ni^ 

FWhennore, a. pase 12. ,,^ang language, 
of the presen. invenuon can be used fem JSP pages wmten u S x ^ 
..„us.e.e.ec.anls.ni...on,^..^^-vaR^^^^^ 
an example of a tag library, mcluding a doStanQ meUioa, a aoj^u 

be bJiZrg me present .nvento into Java code, without using a clos^." F.^ 4, on 
le^e^ll^ — how a can be ttanslated (und^ixably) into a 

Mc , as discusacd a. page S, lines 19, "A closure is diffi^t to create, however, stuce tt 

!riiLrrp»videtl,er=,uisi.econ.e«.Infac.ma:avaprogr«.™i.«lan^Sedoesno^ 

^t;."X:^"^^--a.ne.l»d.orproce3S.gacus.ontactiont^^^^^^^^ 
aa„crea„?gacomplex"closure"abs,racn„u,,heevaluatiouof«>ebodyrs'.^-hned. Seepage 

""wria. as background, we now «rm to Figure 5. Figure 5 iUusfates an ^ple otthe 
method recited in clain, 26. to process a custom action tag. For e=cainple, sUU refemng to Ftgure 
5 theug-handlerobjeclrepresentsanm-timerepresentationofacustomactiontag. 

1X« 5, toe ^s-ar. method is f.doStaxtO; *c do-body method is tdoBodyO; and the 

do-end method is f.doEndQ- 

Claim 26 recites, in part: 

wherein said do-start method deteimines: 

whether the custom action tag has a body and 

whether there is a need to process said body when said do-start method 
deteimines that said custom action tag has a body; 
Referring still to Figure 5, the f.doStartO method processes the start tag and determmes xf there is 
a body and whether there is a need to process the body (result 'V). 
Claim 26 further recites: 

involdne said do-body method of said tag-handler object when said 
invokm^of Sd ^-staitmeiod determines that there is a need to process saxd 

of said ?rom actio Jtag. to translL said body from a first scriptmg -S^^ to 
pfatfon^TX^dent cSe that can be executed to perform actions mt^ded by 

'ft^Tby?aid do-body method of said tag-handler object wheth« 

»=dis^s^^Sar^^^^^ 

byS^tomlUon tag when said processing has been performed by saxd do- 
body method of said tag-handler object, 
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^ .^iA r-TTxr-^^dnff bv Said do-body method of said tag-handler 

""'"^St'i dS^ mSfd of s.d ug.h^n61er object wh» ^f^^o-^y 

d«S« no £W,» processing is rc,uix«l, whcrcm s«d do^ 
method piocesscs said end-tag of said custom acton tag. 

Figure 6 illustrates both invoking the do-body method, and the processing of the do^y 
V . f H^Badvn The result "b" of b=f.doBo4yO in Figure 6 itidicates a detenmnatton of 

Attired, and "if (b> goto repeae. ^ 
step of repeating do-body method processing, recited in Cairn 26. FtoaUy. fdoEndO .n Ftgute 
corresponds to the recitation of "invoking said do-end method.' 

is directed to a computer readable media. The computer readable media 
deludes computer program code for processmgacustomacdontaginaWeb Page to pro^dea 

rg»raryel,sion^canbeusedtotmpl«en.atagUbrary.rpporbngmnlhp,e^n^^^^ 
togua^s Given the similarities of claim 35 to clam> 26, a separate ooncrse explanation 
r^Udi^ctrftoclaimSS is no. provided. Ba*or. Applicant incorporates the conorse 
explanation provided above regardmg claim 26. 

is directed to a computer system. The computer systeminclud« '"^'^'^ 
program code capable of processing a c«tom action tag in a Web Page » pro,,de a tag hta«y 
LLon that can be used to implement a tag library supporting multtple scnptmg ^^ge=. 
Given the shnilarities of clami 40 to claim 26, a separate concise e,plan«ton 
directed to claim 40 is no. provided. Rather. Apphcant incorporates the conctse explanafon 
provided above regarding claim 26. 

U.S.C. § 102(a) as being anticipatedbyMexFed^v.etal./*ProfessionalAcfave server Pag^ 
2.0," 1998. Wrox Press Ltd (hereinafter [Federov]). 

Argument 

For a Lferioe to anticipate the subject matter of a claim, the refer«ice must disclose 
each ^d every feature recited in that claim. Applicant respectfuUy contends ^f^^^ 
reiection is b^t understood by Applicant (i.e., subject to the '^Request for Clanficanon made by 
A^t^ IrejectedbytheExanun. 
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, • OA rhu-:. fFederov981 does not anticipate Applicant's 
ever.- feature recited m AppUcanfs claim 26. Thus, [Feden,v9SJ do 
claim 26. Applicant's contentions are dxscu.sed m deta-l below. 

.\eB.SS^t.atanAppUcat.n_onSt^eventWleroraSess^^^ 
event I^sponds to t.e do-sta. method recited . cla^ 26 as betn. .eluded . a tag- 
handerobject. The Exarniner cites to [FederoJa^foUo^^^ "Session Event 

san^e. «cep, for rec..«i«. of ^« to do-start mefliod d«c»>mos 
whether the ctistom actioti tag has a body 

Whether is a need to proce« said body when said do-stan method dcermines that 
said custom action tag has a body 
,h= Examiner cites as follows: "see, for exantple, -AppUc^ant. Sesstons and State on pp. 

'"■"with «s-d to pp. 132-133 and pp. .38-135., thesepages clearly do no, disCosetW 4e 
onStart handled (AppHca.on.onS.an and Session_onS.ar.) m^e — „ 
claim 26. Ramer. these pages disclose otjy "Inscr. scnpt to be execu»d when ^''^^^ 
Its" (for AppUcation on.Star.) and "Insert scrip, to be ex«>u.ed when a session s^ (fbr 
S^on onS^). In addition, pages 328-329 disclose that the onStart events are ..ed.0 
i„™r.e. but th«e is no di»>losnre of determining whether there « a body and wh^er 

a'ed to proce^ ^ body. Specifically, *is secSon discloses Ote foUowmg wtth respect 
to the AppUcation onStait and Session.onSM evenB; 

Za, of thie events are t«ed ,0 initialize state, by setting »p variable tot global fcr 
Both ot these events vmien the first user accesses a file m onr 

sr°j^T^s^s?i:«SSd:^=^^Sa2^™^^ 

•n,e pow'er of the Session objeC comes fi.m to ^'^^^iTi^SfdlS'^Sor 

global ,0 jus. <^ ^^^■^.r^^^'^J^^Z^^ every user when 
thalvanable. ^^'^7*^'^^^^ 

they enter our »n'Si^°'s2!^™^tart fv^. We cL fcrce to sessions tt, always be 
:^^i'rirviS:,?S^^ZpHcationbywritingcod=ing.ob.L.sa.o 

Weno«^::gtnon_onSta.teven.wh.avsriablemtoS^io^^^^ 

based on storing or accessing fte variable, is no. «>e s»ne as detennmmg wheflier there .s a bo y 

and whether there is a need to process the body. 

^leavespp.325-341.generically.of[Federov98] as fh. sole remamu^ possible 
s„„«eS^Iilsin"tode.ern.ina«onsreci«,dMclaim26asbei»gcar,iedo« 
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. .hPr there is a body and whether there is a need to process the body). That is 
method (I.e .. whether there is a doq> aiiu , 0-7 i nr. 1 38-139 and pp. 328-329; 

we have specifically duunguished *e discWe a, P^' "^'^^ J-,^^^ /J^^,, 
and the Examiner cites pp. 325-341 gehoraliy a. support for me comenuon 
discloses d,e detemuning steps otthedo-star. method. .^ppUeation „,^,3n 

, , ^^^'■=trir:r=:irr=:rre~ ^ - L^des a-^eoeral 

::ir:°.:^rridierste,..toMt.ai..v^^^^^ 

Aooltcait can fmd of processing within an onStart handler ,s a. page 334 and 3.6, which 
^! lotr rllg an it^tance of an object itone does not already exist, for exa^lc «p^o 
tiXll is the fouowtngcode section disclosed asbeing part ofaSess,on,onS^ 

'''=n^^S:ni:S='^--Crea.eObiectr^^^^ 
Application ("ObjectCount") 0 

End If 

At page 336, there is a similar code section: 

If IsEmpty(AppUcation("myData")) Then 

Application ("myData") =strThBValue 



Neither of thesfdtLures of onStarthander processing disclose determining whether there is a 
body and whether there is a need to process the body. 
B pft-Bodv Method 

-me Exanmxer also contends that [Federov98] discloses do-body method process^ 'to 
translate said body from a first scripting language to platform indeperuient code that can be 
n to perfoL actions intended by said ctistom ^^^^^^^^2^^^^^ 
" 'The Response Object' on pp. 1 13-125 and The Server Object' on pp. 125-13 1")- Apphcant 
can filLrdisclosuieofthis recited do-bodymethodpn^^^^ 

[Federov98]. 

Inparticul3r.th«.isnodiscl«ureinthecitedportionsof[Fed«ov981(asb.st 

nndeisro^CAppU<==«. -"^^^ "-^^ ' ^T'ra, 
r=C» of a ■■body" of a custom acdon tag (Le., wh«eto "said custom actton tag 

Srrrorhl;abodyt.«eensaids.«.-tagands.id«.d-ta,Ob^ 
a first scripting language to platform independent code. 

m fact the Examiner has not evenpointed out where the cited portions of [Fedexov98] 
. H ^'r.H^,closea"body'(again,betweenastart-tagandanend-tag)atall,and 

:;™:.tt— C;eci.edpor.ionsoftF.d™^3,do 

disclosure. 

Forth^more. there is no disclo^ne in the cited portions otlFede,ov98] (a^ ^ 
tmdjrbyAppUcan.,ot>-d«ern.i.to6bys,iddo-bodyn.e«aodofsa.d.ag-handIerob,ec. 
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„.e.h. fU^h. p™ U r^^e. ,o ^.»e U>e body 60. a 5.S, scnp.ns lan^se 

platform independent code . . 

r r.laims 3 5 and 40 - , . ru^-r or** nm 

. rca^^^^I^^^^y Pomted out several features recited m claun 26 that are not . 
Applicant has =P^'*^^!* ^.^ ^ elaiins 35 and 40, similar features 

present in the cited poruons of [Fede^ov98l. ^^^^ 

are recited m those claims. Thus, in distinguishing the ^^^^^^/^^ ^^^^.i^b 
citedpoitions.of[Federov9S].AppUcantmcorporatesthecontennousniad^ 

the features of claim 26 from the cited portions of [Federov98] 

CONCLUSION 

CFR 1 104(c)(2), and Applied. respectMy r=n.w= fl>e request fbr a more spccfic gna 

Ap'^CspecaUly reouc* .ha. a».c.pa.ion r^eCo. over ffederov^Sl be 
withdrawn and fta. me applieatiof be passed to allo^vancc. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BEYEBLWEAVER & THOMAS, IXP 




Alan S. Hodes 
Reg. No. 38,185 



P.O. Box 778 

Berkeley, CA 94704-0778 

(650) 961-8300 
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